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AirTouch Paqinq is co..entinq on the Further Notice of

Proposed Rulgakinq in the PArt 22 Reyrite proceedinq.

AirTouch supports aost of the co..ission's proposals

includinq the qeneral use of coapetitive biddinq to resolve

mutuAlly exclusive (MX) Application conflicts and the adoption of

a shortened (30-day) MX window.

However, AirTouch does not believe the Coaai.sion

should abandon the block allocation plan that now applies to 931

MHz paqinq frequencies. Generally, this channel assiqnaent plan

has worked well. It could be iaproved by incorporatinq a "aarket

area licensinq" approach ba.ed upon state boundaries.

In areas where 931 MHz frequencies are scarce, the

current backloq in licensinq could be solved by aakinq ainor

adjustaents in the rollinq60-day MX window procedure, And usinq

competitive biddinq to issue licenses.

- ii -
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To: The Co..ission

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

>
----------------->

AirTouch Paqinq,V by its attorneys, hereby respecttully

submits its Co...nts on the co..ission's Further Notice of

Proposed Rule.aking, released May 20, 1994 ("HEBH"),~ which

proposes, inter alia, to alter its processing rules for 931-932

MHz common carrier paging licenses. The following is

respectfully shown:

1. AirTouch Paging is one of the largest providers of

commercial mobile radio paging services in the United states with

1/ In connection with the spin-oft of the wireless wsines_s
at Pacific Tel..is Group, Pa~l Corporation baa becoae
AirTouch Co.-unications and PacTel Paging has becoae
AirTouch Paging, effective April 1, 1994.



over 1.2 million units in .ervice.~ AirTouch paging operate.

numerous ca..aon carrier paging syste.. licensed under Part 22 of

~ AirTouch P&.1"9 c~nt. solely on the aspects of this BEll
affecting tM 931-932 JUlz paqiR9 ruIN. AirToucA'. parent,
AirTouch C~ication., will file .eparate co..ents
addressing the .spects of the HEll relating to changes in
the cellular rules.

proposed rules embodied in the BEBK.

2. AirTouch Paging applauda the C~ission's goals in

this BEBK to eli.inate unnece.sary inforaation collection

2

the Commission's Rules, and has been an active participant in the

rulemaking proceeding. to revise Part 22 of the commission's

Rules.~ Based upon its operating history and its active

participation in related rule.akinq proceedings, AirTouch Paqinq

has substantial experience to draw upon in commentinq on the

require.ents, strea.line licensing procedures, and reduce the

processing and review burden on the co..ission staff.V As

outlined below in greater detail, AirTouch Paging supports most

of the Commission's proposals, but believes that the Commission's

proposal to abandon the current block allocation proces.ing rules

for 931-932 MHz Paging channels doe. not .erve these goals or the

pUblic interest. In addition, AirTouch paging urges the

Commission to take this opportunity to change from a transmitter

based licensing approach to ..rket area licensing in this

frequency band.

a.. Part 22 ''"Tit_, CC Docket No. 92-115. a.a AlaQ
6aendJDant ot rArt aa ot the OJ i'.ian' s bles Pertaining' to
Power Li.it. far Paging Stati... Operating in the 931 MHZ
Band in the Public Land Mobile service, CC Docket 93-116.

~/ lifEK at !1.
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4. The Ca.ai••ion'. current block allocation rule.

have served the ca.aission well and .hould not be changed now.

&. aaadoaiD9 alo. Allo_tioa.
will lOt 'aryI ,.. Igbliq Iater••t

3

lifBII at '16.

l:lfM at '12.

II. .. comIIHI_ .1aItD ~ &aUIDOIf
ILOCI ILr.gqaJlI_ In MUD lIOn O"ft UP LIC••IB

3. In the IEBII, the co_i••ion propo... to abandon

its current block allocation processing rules for 931-932 MHz

paging channels and in its place adopt channel-specific license

proces.ing rUl••• ~ The Co..is.ion concludes that this proposed

rule change .erve. the public intere.t becau•• it will lead to

acre efficient proce••ing of license applications and less

confu.ion and delay.Y AirTouch Paging di.agr••••

Before the block allocation rule. were initially adopted, the

Commission was con.tantly boabard.d with applicants filing

.utually exclu.ive applications tor VHF and UHF paging channel••

Based upon that history, the co..ission adopted the block

allocation sch... to eliminate the proble•• it perceived with the

channel-specific rules for VHF and UHF paging channels.

5. The Commis.ion'••olution to the proble•• with VHF

and UHF paging worked. The co..i ••ion has virtually eli.inated

strike application. for 931-932 MHz paging channel. as a direct

result of the Co..i.sion having the authority to resolve

potential mutual exclu.ivity .ituation. by as.igning each

DC01 79916.1
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AirTouch Paging, however, does not believe the co.-ission's

lic.nsee a different frequency. The.e proc••sing rules can

continu. to be succe.sful to liait autually exclusive

applications.1/

Indeed, the c~i••ion in the tart 22 leMrita wanted to
eliainata the ~.ibility of autually exclu.ive application.
by adoptinq fir.t-cOlle, fir.t-_rved proce••inq rule.. It
i. ironic that now the Ca.ai..ion has ca.e full circle and
want. to extend the curr.nt autual exclu.ivity lIOra•• of VHF
and UHF channel. to 931 MHz to en.ure additional chances for
mutual exclu.ivity.

~ Thi. i. eSPeCially true .ince the top 10 aarkets are now
experi.ncing frequ.ncy shortage•.

W 6EBI at n. 33.

4

6. The ca.ai.sion'. propo.al to abandon block

allocations will not serve the public int.rest because it will

lead inevitably to .trike and speCUlative applications. Under

the current block allocation proces.inq rule., .trik. and

sp.culative applications are deterred because an applicant cannot

be assured of obtaininq a specific frequency. The ability to

obtain a specific frequency is the linchpin of the ability to

successfully file a strike application. If the co..ission adopts

its proposal, it should expect a resurgence of the filing of

strike applications.~

7. In addition, AirTouch Paging disagr.es that

abandoning the block allocation proce.sing rule. will reap the

benefit. the ca.ai••ion perceives. The co..ission supports this

proposal by ob.ervinq that there i. now a ItbacklOCJIt of

approxiaately 700 pendinq application. for 931 MHz lic.n••••w

DC01 79916.1



those situation. where applications are subj.ct to .utually

number of pendinq application. because it proposes to reopen the

ti.e.W Indeed, the ca.aission's approach ..y increase the

5

proposal will _terially iJIProve the backloq.11I In aarkets

where there are acre application. than license. available, the

Commission'. propo.al .erely assures that it will have to hold

either lotteries or auctions for the channels available at this

HfiH at '17.

Qanibus Budget Raconciliation Act of 1993, P.L. 103-66
(1993) ("Budget Act").

In fact, in aa.e aarkets, such •• the New York area, the
loqjaa w•• cr..ted by an aabiguity in the ca.ai••ion's
Rule.. Under the rule., it i. unclear when • ch.nnel
beC0a8S .v.ilable for r ....i .....t. Par instance, if a
channel beca.ea available .ft.r there h.ve been acre
application. than frequencie., it i. uncle.r wheth.r that
new channel ..y be used to eith.r eliainat. the frequ.ncy
shortaqe, or whether it will be the SUbject of a further
filinq window.

filinq window for all previously filed applications in conqested

markets. W Increasinq the number of pendinq applications

obviously would not serve the pUblic interest.

8. In addition, the Budg.t ActW encourag.s the

Co.-ission to continue to use ..thad. available to it to .ini.ize

11/ It i. uncl..r bow _ny of the.. backl0CJ9ad pendinq
applications are the re.ult of the current block allocation
ache.. and bow ..ny are the pure re.ult of the tr_ndous
growth of the paqinq indu.try, wbich 9Z'.w ov.r 25' on
aver.qe l ••t y..r. since paqilMJ licen... .r. .w.rded on a
per tr.naaitter ba.is, tM expaneion or cr..tion of a new
.y.tea will re.ult in hundreds of ~ applic.tion.. For
in.t.nce, AirTouch Paqinv'. SOUthern C.lifornia .y.tea
conaists of over 70 tr.n_itter., _ny of which were the
aubject of ....r.t. applications. To .liainat. the
substanti.l ~r of applic.tion., the Co..ission must
adopt a different geographic lic.nsinq scheme -- such as
area licensing. ... infra at "12-18.

De01 79916.1



.xclu.iv. applications. U1 Th. ca.-ission's proposal, however,

doe. not serve this qoal. The approach set torth in the lIflUI

will increase the probability and nuaber of mutually eXClusive

application•• W This will not ••rve the pUblicintere.t.

9. Furtheraore, althouqh the Co..ission ..y tace soae

ditficulties in trequency conq.sted markets, most area. do not

suffer from frequency scarcity. The co..ission should not d••ign

solutions to .olve tive percent or Ie•• of the geoqraphic

licensing area proble.. by changing the rules tor the remaining

ninety-tiv. percent of the licensing area.. The current rule.

have served the ca.ai.sion and the public w.ll, .0 the ca.aission

should not abandon its current block allocation sche... lll

Instead, the ca.aission should adopt specitic chang•• to its

Rul.. to eliminate the probl... in those trequency scare.

market•• W

ill 47 U.S.C. 309(j) (6) (E) (1994).

W Ail the C~i••ion'. experience with VHF and UHF channels
illustrates, .,.cific frequency allocation sche... beget
mutually exclusive applications.

)21 It the C~i..iOft believes that manpower is a probl_, it
could begin coordinating 931 MHz application. like 929 MHz
applications. Indeed, such a result aay be mandated by the
Budget Act.

11' In tact, the ca.ais.ion's propoaal could lead to further
anoaalies r ..ardinq trequency COft98sted mark.ts where one
chann.l may ha... significant nuaber ot applicants (such as
strike applicant. trying to deter new entrant.) and another
chann.l beiNJ licensed at the .... ti.. would have only on.
new lic.n.... Such a result cannot serve the pUblic
interest.

DC01 79916.1 6



11. The.e rule changes serve the public interest for

three reasons. First, in markets where there is an abundance of

•• 'Ie ..1... fte koll1_ ~ .. a_l••i_
Ia I'r.....-y GeIMJetI~" IlarIleU o-i••l •• l"u14

...., .... .{apr IM1. elaritiaa~io ..

conduct a simultaneous multiple round auction in which applicants

would be permitted to bid on any of the channels available at

that time.

N.

7

AirTouch Paging understands that this aay actually be a
substantial Part of the prObl.. in conge.ted aarkets. The
CaBaission's view of the current rules is that channels
beco.. available for application only after the
authorization is terminated by Public Notice.

This rule change would allow for the greate.t number of
channel. to be auctioned at the .... ti... This rule change
would also permit the aarketplace to determine the value of
the frequencie., and would potentially shorten the time
period in which a terminated license reaains fallow.

10. To addre.s the proble.. the Co..ission face. in

certain frequency scarce markets, the co..ission should adopt two

minor rule changes instead of the proposal in the HfBK. First,

the commission should make clear that it will include in the

allocation pool all channels that are available at the ti.. the

licenses are granted, and not simply those that were available

when the mutually exclusive applications were filed. al second,

the Commission should place all applications that fall within a

filing window into the bidding pool along with all frequencies

available at the ti.. the auction is held.~ The FCC would then

channel. available, strike applicants cannot create artificial

competitive bidding situations. It clearly does not serve the

pUblic interest to incent strike or speculative applicants to

file for frequency. Second, it .akes no sense to withhold

DC01 79916.1



c. ai 11 ~ mae e-i••ioJl
Mop~ Mrut MM Lig_lAg

co.-ission is currently scheduled to auction Narrowband PCS

spectrua.'m

trequencies troa applicants ..rely because they tiled their

application atter a trequency was aut~tically terainated by

operation ot the ca-aission's Rules, but betore the co..ission

issued a Public Botice taking the trequency back.W Third, in

trequency scarce aarkets, the ca.aission would be able to tairly

auction the spectrua a.ong all applicants just like the

Ie

8

12. AirTouch Paging has several additional

reco...ndations for the Co.-ission that will serve the public

interest by eliainating unnecessary intoraation collection

requir...nts, streaalining licensing procedure., and reducing the

processing and review burden on co.-ission staff. First,

AirTouch Paging reco...nds that the co..ission change its current

transmitter-by-transaitter licensing rules for 931-932 MHz paging

channels to a .arket area license. Second, AirTouch Paging

U' Indeed, this is exactly the situation that the ca-aission
taced in SOuthern California Wbere the licensee tailed to
renew its lic.-., but the cem.ission perceiVed that it was
stYaied by the f.ct th.t it had not issued a Public Notice
taking the frequency back.

The Narrowband PCS auction is very illustrative of how the
public interest can be .erved by an auction where all
.pplicants have an opportunity to bid on all channels that
are .vailable, thus allowing the ..rket, and not tiling
g......n.hip, to select the applicant who aoat highly values
the spectrua. As the co..is.ion has found in the context
of Narrowband PCS, auctions that are open to all qualified
bidders in a pool toraat allows the greatest opportunity for
the applicant wbo most highly value. the spectrum to win the
license.

DeOl 79916.1



serve. a state, each co-channa1 licensee in the state would be

qranted a statewide ..rket area SUbject to each co-channel

reca.aends that the ca.aission eli.inate the require..nt to file

site. that are internal to the aggregate geographic service area

("AGSA") of the licensee in the .arket.W Adoption of both of

the.e proposal. will serve the public interest and the goal.

outlined by the co..ission in this BEBH. AirTouch Paging will

This propolUll is virtually identical to the one advanced by
the ca.aission in the BEll for cellular. s.. "7-9.

~I A licensee would be considered to be serving the state if
either (i) it has trans.itters located inside the state, or
(ii) the service area of tran-aitter. outside the state
extend into t.be .tate. Thi. would ensure that in tho..
instance. where a city transverse. a state boundary, the
licensee would be licensed for both states in which it
provides coverage today.

The required ..p would be on a scale of 1:500,000 (siailar
to the proposed aap scale for cellular) and would only
contain the exterior sit_. .- 'I', 10. AirTouch Paqing
believ•• that a scale of 1:500,000 for 931 MHz paginq would
be adequate for the purpose of determining the AGSA of a
licensee. ~ isl.

...

9

discuss each proposal separately.

13. AirTouch Paging rec~nd. that the ce-ai.sion

abandon it. current transaitter specific licensing rules in favor

of market area licensing on a statewide basis. Under this

proposed rule change, the co..ission would issue a license for an

entire state to a licensee that has facilities .erving the

state.W Within sixty days of adoption of the final rules, each

existing licensee would be required to su~it, certifyinq under

penalty of perjury, a list of all of it. 931 MHz licen..s listing

the state. .erved by the licensee and a current ..p depicting the

AGSA of the licensee. W If more than one existing licansee

DC01 79916.1



Thi. conc.rn was .xpr....d by ..v.ral c~nter. regarding
BTAs and MTAs with resPect to the Narrowband PCS licensing
areas.

All curr.nt arrange••nts would naturally be grandfathered.

This map would also be on a scale of 1:500,000.

This outcoae is beneficial because it l.ads to a acr.
efficient licensing process and reduces the d...nd on the
scarce Co.-ission resources.

licen••• protectinq the faciliti.s of the oth.r .xi.tinq co­

channel lic.n••••.w For all n.w applications, applicant. would

be required to list the .tate to be lic.n••d and subait a aap of

the AGSA for the facility.~ As a lic.ns.e expands its AGSA,

the lic.ns•• would be required to file a Form 401 application

specifically depictinq the increase in the AGSA, and the

Commission would place that application on Public Notice.

14. stat. boundari.s, rather than other ..rk.t

definitions, such as Major Trading Area., Basic Trading Areas,

Regions, or Metropolitan statistical Ar.as are appropriate. In

selecting the size of the aarket area, the ca.ai.sion will be

forced to choose betw••n two i.portant con.id.ration.. First,

the mark.t size .ust be SUfficiently ...11 to ensure that ao.t

.arket ar.a lic.ns.s are h.ld by only one licen••••W S.cond,

the mark.t size .ust be suffici.ntly larg. to allow ...ningful

construction of .yst... within the aarket ar.a.~

15. AirTouch Paging believes that .tat.wid. aark.t

areas .trike the appropriate balance between these two

considerations. For in.tance, regional aarket areas fa.hioned on

the Narrowband PCS regions would be the most lO9ical licensing

area for paging, but it could lead to aany situation. in which

10DC01 79916.1



that will accrue froa it. use in cellular will al.o accrue from

its use in the 931 MHz paging. In proposing its use for cellular

This i. in juxtaposition to 929 MHz paging where the
.pectrum was relatively free froa licen.ees, thus
permitting lic.n.ees to choo•• their market area license for
regional licenses.

Rule., these are the so-called
AirTouch Paging believe. that

co..ission's work involves

11

licen.e. are shared a.ong two or .are licen.e.s. In addition,

AirTouch Paging doe. not believe that lic.n.... can be allowed to

de.ign th.ir own ..rket area licen.e. for 931 MHz paging becau.e

this would pose eno~ous proble.. for the Co..ission in sorting

out who has which .tate included in its r.gion.~ AirTouch

Paging believes that the aost realistic licensing area for 931

MHz paging is on a .tatewide basis.

16. In addition, AirTouch paging propo.e. that the

Ca.ai••ion forego requiring application. for site. which are

internal to the AGSA and that do not expand the AGSA.W The

Co.-i••ion has propo.ed .uch a change for cellular licen.ees, and

AirTouch Paging believe. that the sa.. pUblic interest benefits

licen••• , the Co..i ••ion found .everal pUblic intere.t benefit.

from this kind of rule chanqe: (1) the co..ission staff would not

need to ..intain records of all internal sit•• , and (2) the

elimination of internal site. would as.i.t the co.-is.ion in

automating the proce••ing of applications. W In changing to an

AGSA approach, the co..ission should also adopt the technical

calculations for int.rfer.nce and service ar.a. contained in cc

Under the current Co.-is.ion
"100' fill in tran.mitter.".
a substantial portion of the
applications of this type.

W BEBI at !8.

DC01 79916.1



~ note 4, supra.

Commission. CUrrently, to construct a Southern California

17. In cases where more than one party is licensed for

12

licensees would have an adequate opportunity to serve all parts

of the state. In tho.e instances where there is no license. for

It the ca..ission ulti..tely adopts coordination of new
license applications, the coordinator can perform all of
th.se functions for the co..ission.

Docket No. 93-116 (Power Liaits for 931 MHz Paginq stations).W

This change would perait licensees to fully serve the .ntire

aarket, not just that portion more than twenty miles from the

border.

a state, each licensee would be required to protect the other co­

channel licens.. in the state as it does today. If a licens.e

filed an application to expand its AGSA and the state contains

more than on. lic.nsee, the application would be placed on Publi~

Notice subject to a thirty-day filing window for the other co­

channel licensees in the state. This would ensure that both

a market, applications for that market would be SUbject to the

thirty-day filing window and the current block allocation

licensing processinq rules. W

18. AirTouch paqinq believes that these proposals will

further the pUblic interest by aaking the licensing process more

efficient, because fewer applications would be filed with the

system, a license. may file 70 or acre licenae applications with

the coaaission. Under the proposed process, an applicant would

only file one application outlining peri..ter sites. This

reduction in applications will relieve the co..ission staff of an

DC01 79916.1



co..unications were sUbstantially slower. However, today, .cst

19. The Co..ission proPO.es to shorten the current

III. AIUOUQII IMI" 'V'I,oan A ...,RIQ rILl. U")OI

13

BlBlI at '16.

AirTouch Paging opPO.e. reducilMJ the filing window below
thirty days or .witching to a fir.t-coae, first-served
licensing proces. for 931 MHz paqinq channels becau.e
AirTouch paging does not believe that such shorter filing
windows serve the pUblic inter_to AirTouch Paging believes
that the thirty-day filinq window appropriately balances the
efficient proce.sing of licenses with the need for existing
licensee. to have an opportunity to file competing
applications.

enormous amount of paperwork. As a result of the reduction in

applications, the ca.-ission will be able to grant licen... .are

quickly, thereby ..rving the pUblic intere.t.

sixty-day filing window for 931-932 MHz PAging applications to a

thirty-day filing window. W AirTouch paging supports such a

revision. The current sixty-day window was adopted when the

channels were originally allocated back in 1982. This long

rolling filing window may have made sense when the methods of

licensees and their couns.l have the Public Motice within twenty­

four hours of release. AirTouch Paging believ.s that most

applicants becoae aware of an application in plenty of ti.. to

file a coapeting application within thirty days. This i.

particularly true since application preparation is becoaing

increasingly autoaated.

20. The sixty-day filing window also iapede. the

licensing process by imposing unnecessary delay.W Accordingly,

DC01 79916.1



IV. '1m .n.188IOII .... aDOPl' Itt8 RO~
10 V8. COR_111ft IIRDI_ .. ..,1- ADLICUIQU

the Ca-ai••ion should .horten the filinq window to thirty days

fro. release of the Public Notice.

that the Co.-ission currently ha. acute proble.s with frozen

applications in a nuaber of .tate. becau.e the number of

applications exceed the nuaber of channels available.~ If the

Commission adopts this proposal for all frequencies, then it

would not need to place all currently pending applications back

• *-

14

IIl.BII at '17.

The unique circwaatance pre-ftted by 900 lUIs licenaill9
justifies the use of auction. for all pending application•.
In other 1... ca.plicated circua.tanc.. Ce.g., air-ground),
the C~ission ahould accept the July 26, 1993 cut-off as a
bright line date, and continue old proces.ing procedure. for
application. filed before that date.

21. In the HfBK, the co.-ission proposes to utilize

coapetitive bidding to select among applications that are pending

when the final rule. beco.. effective.nl AirTouch Paging

supports the co..is.ion's proposal. AirTouch Paging believe.

that the public inter••t will be served if currently pending

applications are able to be processed expeditiously and in a

uniform manner. If the commission adopted a two-tier approach

all application. pending, but which are filed before July 26,

1993 are handled by lottery and the rest by auction -- the

Commi.sion may create confusion and aay experience further delay

of licensing the spectrua. This is partiCUlarly true considering

'0./
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current rule because it creates needle•• paperwork and consuaes

v. '11m ("CI.IIUIOII .-vLD~ I.,. D_I.I'IIOII 0 ...
A LIC.... IQlIlIcarIQI

on Public Notice to qet them outside the qrandfather portion of

the Budget Act. 'lJ!

...

15

HfmI at !18.

By requirinq all pendinq applicant. to r.file th.ir
applications, the co..is.ion is effectively requirinq all of
these applications to be awarded via competitive biddinq,
inst.ad of lott.ry. If the co.-i_ion'. CJOAI i. to Jtak. all
of these pendinq application. be awarded via ca.petitive
bidding, in the in.tanc. of 931 I8Iz paCJing licen••• it aakes
no sense to chanqe all the rul.s (e.q., abandon the block
allocation rul.s) to achi.v. this r.sult. The C~i••ion
should ..rely find that these applications must be awarded
via competitive biddinq.

As di.cus.ed .are fully infra at !16, the Co..is.ion should
also adopt new power curv.s in accordance with the
Narrowband PCS Rul... .- sect.ion 24.103(.). Th... Rules
would allow licen.... to .av. facilities without requirinq
n.w application. so 10n9 a. the facility i. desiqned to
eliminate any exten.ions of the service area.

22. In the BfBK, the ca.aission proposes to chanqe the

definition of .odification applications for 931 MHz paqinq

applications.~ Under the current co..ission Rules a

modification of a peri..ter 931 MHz facility requires an

application for a new license. The current rule is considerably

different than the rules for other paqinq channels, such as VHF

and UHF channels. In licensinq a VHF or UHF channel, a licen.e.

can move the facility so lonq as it .adifies the station

parameters to li.it any extension of the facility's service area.

since 931 MHz paqinq stations are licensed on a 20-mil. circle

basis, any relocation of the site, no matter how minor, requires

a new application.~' The pUblic inter.st is not served by the

».'
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scarce co..ission r ••ources. The co..ission's propo.al would

allow so.. flexibility to licen•••s .0 that they could relocate

the facility if th.y lost a lease without being sUbj.ct to the

initial application procedures.W Accordingly, the co..ission

should adopt this proposal.

VI. .... _.IIINI_ I'. ftO.-ar.
Il'O 0•• rIaft-eamr, rIUl'-_" IM aULa rOIl

LIQWI. "1"ca,I,,,

23. In the HEBK, the co..is.ion propos.s to us. first­

co.., fir.t-s.rved procedur•• to proc••• 931 MHz paging licenae

.edifications wh.r. the co..i ••ion coneIud•• that the use of

coapetitive bidding would not be legally perais.ible.W

AirTouch Paginq agree. with the ca.ais.ion that fir.t-ca.e,

first-served proc•••ing rules s.rve the public inter.st when u••d

for license modification application.. AirTouch paginq beli.v••

that such a rule will .nsure proapt and effici.nt proc•••ing of

license .edification application. which, for the .cst part, will

not be sUbject to mutually exclusive application. and have little

impact on adjacent co-channel lic.n..... In order to provide

adjacent co-chann.l lic.n.ees information on these facilities,

howev.r, AirTouch Paging rec~nd. that the Co..i ••ion place the

grant of any such .edification. that increase the service area of

the licensee on Public Motic••

Thi. change alone could conserv. the co..i ••ion's .carce
r ••ource. by .liminating application. that do not have any
..t.rial iapact on adjacent lic.n.....

gl BEBK at '18.
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24. The toregoing pre.ise. having been duly

con.idered, AirTouch Paging respectfully requests that the

Co.-ission (i) forego abandoning its block allocation proce••ing

rules tor 931-932 MHz paqinq channels, and (ii) adopt the

proposals set forth above by AirTouch Paqinq.

w. Northrop and
A. stachiw

ts Attorneys

Mark A. Stachiw
AirTouch P&9i nq
suite 800
12221 Merit Drive
Dalla., Texa. 75251
(214) 458-5200

June 20, 1994
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Carl W. Northrop
Bryan Cave
suite 700
700 13th st., N.W.
..ahinqton, DC 20005
(202) 508-6000



CIBTIFICATE OF SIRYICE

I, Tana Chri.tine Maple., hereby certify that I have this

20th day of June, 1994, caused copies of the foregoing C~~. of

Air7ouob paqiag to be delivered by hand, courier charge. prepaid, to

the following:

Ralph A. Haller
Private Radio Bureau
Federal C~icationa Ca.aisaion
2025 K Street, N.W., Roo.
Washington, DC 20554

"verly G. Baker
Private Radio Bureau
Federal Cc.aunications co..ission
2025 M Street, N.W., Roo. 5002
Washington, DC 20554

David L. Furth
Private ltacIio Bureau
Federal C~ftications ca.aission
2025 M street, M.W., Roo. 5202
Washington, DC 20554

.iabard Jletzqer
C~n Carrier Bureau
Federal C~nication. co..ission
1919 M street, M.W., Roo. 500
Wa.hington, DC 20554

Gerald P. Vaughan
Ca.aon Carrier Bureau
Federal Co..unications Ca.aission
1919 M street, M.W., Rooa 500
Washington, DC 20554

Myron C. Peck
C~n Carrier Bureau
Federal C~icationa co..ission
1919 M street, M.W., Rooa 644
Wa.hington, DC 20554

John ciuo, Jr.
Ca.aon Carrier Bur.au
Federal Ca.aunication. co..i.sion
1919 M Street, N.W., Roo. 644
Wa.hington, DC 20554
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Pater Batacan
C~n Carrier Bureau
Federal c~nication.Co.-is.ion
1'19 K street, M.W., Room 659
W••hington, DC 20554

Judith Arqentieri
ca.aon carrier Bureau
Federal c~unication. co..i~.ion
1919 K street, M.W., Room 518
Wa.hington, DC 20554
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